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Mind-Mapping Software as a Tool to Facilitate Archival Arrangement: A Case Study
By Jillian Slater and Amy Rohmiller
This case study outlines and reflects on the authors’ experience using the mind mapping software, Personal Brain, to
facilitate the process of physical and intellectual arrangement of a conceptually complex archival collection. The article is based on their session presented at the Society of Ohio Archivists 2012 annual meeting in May.
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Mind-Mapping Software as a Tool to Facilitate Archival Arrangement: A Case Study,
continued.
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